REMARKS 



Claims 1-15, 19-36, and 38-67 are pending. Claims 1, 6-9, 14, 21-25, 32, 
34, 44, and 45 have been amended to even further clarify the claimed subject matter, and 
Claim 49 has been amended to depend from Claim 48. Those changes have not been made 
for purposes relating to patentability. Claims 66 and 67 have been added. 

The Office Action required an election of one of the following allegedly 
patentably distinct species: 

I. Claims 1-13, directed to an electron-emitting apparatus with 
particular electric field; 

H. Claims 14, 15, 19, 20, 44, 45, 60, 62, 63 and 65, directed to an 
electron-emitting apparatus having graphenes stacked non-parallel to a carbon fiber axis; 

HI. Claims 50-58, directed to an electron-emitting apparatus having 
electrodes not insulated with an insulating layer; 

IV. Claims 46-48, directed to an electron-emitting apparatus having 
electrodes insulated with an insulating layer; and 

V. Claims 61 and 64, directed to an electron-emitting apparatus having 
graphenes not perpendicular to a carbon fiber axis. 



According to the Office Action, Claims 21 ane 34 are generic. The Office 
Action did not address Claims 22-33, 35-43, 49 and 59. The Examiner is respectfully 
requested to indicate which species he believes those claims belong to. 

In response to the election requirement, Applicant elects provisionally 
Species n, upon which at least Claims 14, 15, 19, 20, 44, 45, 60, 62, 63 and 65 read. 

Applicant also requests, however, that Claims 61 and 64 also be examined 
together with the foregoing claims. In particular, each embodiment recited in Claims 61 
and 64 includes a structure in which a plurality of graphenes are stacked in a direction not 
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perpendicular to an axis direction of the carbon fiber. The embodiment of Claim 63, which 
reads on the elected Species II, also includes such features. Accordingly, it would not be 
unduly burdensome to examine all of those embodiments at one time. 1 

Also, Claims 40 and 42 depend on Claims 19 and 20, respectively, that read 
on the elected Species II. Added Claims 66 and 67 each depend on any one of Claims 44, 
63, 64, and 65, wherein Claims 44, 63, and 65 read on elected Species II and, as pointed 
out above, Claim 64 recites, in part, a structure like that in Claim 63. Accordingly, it is 
believed that Claims 40, 42, 66, and 67 also should be examined together with the claims 
reading on Species EE, because it is believed that such an examination would not be unduly 
burdensome to the Examiner. Their examination is respectfully requested. 

Favorable reconsideration and early passage to issue of the present 
application are requested. 



\l Because Claims 21 and 34 were indicated as being generic in the Office Action, it is 
understood that those claims will be further examined as well in the present application. 



-23- 



Applicant's undersigned attorney may be reached in our New York office by 
telephone at (212) 218-2100. All correspondence should continue to be directed to our 
below listed address. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Frame A. DeMcia 
Attorney foivApplicant 
Registration No. 42,476 



FITZPATRICK, CELLA, HARPER & SCINTO 
30 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, New York 10112-3801 
Facsimile: (212)218-2200 



NY MAIN 449579v1 
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